
7 Week Old Child 
/ 

• 1. pigmentation within the retina of the right rye 
• 2. external portion of right ear 
• 3. mouth 

• 4. outline of ribs 

• 5. umbilical vein within umbilical cord 

• 6. umbilical arteries 

• 7. loops of bowel in base of umbilical cord (a normal event called physiologic herniation) 

• 8. right ankle 

• 9. right knee 



The permanent kidneys appear by 5 weeks. 

By 6 weeks, the cerebral hemispheres are growing disproportionately faster than other sections of 

the brain. 

The massive liver fills the abdomen adjacent to the beating heart. 

The embryo begins to make spontaneous and reflexive movements. Such movement is necessary to 

promote normal neuromuscular development. 

Primitive brainwaves have been recorded as early as 6 weeks and 2 days. 

A touch to the mouth area causes .the embryo to reflexively withdraw its head . 
.1 

Blood cell formation is underway in the liver where lymphocytes are now present. This type of white 

blood cell is a key part of the developing immune system. 

The diaphragm, the primary muscle used in br�athing, is largely formed. 

Nipples appear along the sides of the trunk shortly before reaching their final location on the front 

of the chest. 

By 6 1 /2 weeks, the elbows are distinct, the fingers are beginning to separate, and hand movement 

can be seen. 

The 4-chambered heart is largely complete. On average, the heart now beats 167 times per minute. 

The external ear is beginning to take shape. 

Hiccups have been observed by 7 weeks. 

Leg movements can now be seen, along with a startle response. 

Bone formation, called ossification, begins within the clavicle, or collar bone, and the bones of the 

upper and lower jaw. 

Electrical activity of the heart recorded at 7 1/2 weeks reveals a wave pattern similar to the adult's.  

For Scale: Crown to Rump length = 1 inch 
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March 12, 2013 

M r. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is Janne Myrdal, and I am the State Director for 

Concerned Women for America (CWA) of North Dakota. CWA is the largest public policy women's 

organization in the nation. We are here today on behalf of our North Dakota members in support of 

HB1456. 

M uch has been touted using the word "science" in defending abortion rights; however, our chal lenge to 

you today is to vote with solid science not against it. A detectable human heartbeat in the early period 

of gestation proves to us a l l, as we all a lready know, that abortion silences a beating heart. The choice 

before each and every lawmaker here today then becomes simple; do we vote to protect human life or  

do we not. Medical science clearly shows that l ife begins at  conception. Consider the fo llowing: 

At 18 days of gestation, the baby's hea rt begins occasional pu lsation. 

At 20 days, the foundation for the entire nervous system exists. 

At 21 days, the heart begins to beat regularly . 

At 30 days, the eyes, ears, mouth, kidneys and liver exist. 

At 42 days, brain waves are reliably present and reflexes exist. 

At 45 days, teeth buds are present; skeleton is complete; movement begins. 

At 56 days, a l l  body systems are present; he reacts to pain. 

At 9-10 weeks, he squints, retracts his tongue, and will bend his fingers around an object. 

At 11-12 weeks, a l l  body systems work; his arms and legs move; he swallows, sucks thumb, inhales and 

exhales amniotic fluid, and has fingernails. 

At 14 weeks, the auditory sense is present. 

At 16 weeks, eyelashes are present; he can grasp, swim, kick and turn. 

At 18 weeks, his vocal cords work; he can cry. 

At 20 weeks, hair appears; he weighs about one pound and is about 12 inches long . 

C ONC ERNE D WO M EN F OR A M ER I CA 
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The legislation before us today could not be more scientific in its nature. The fact that a heartbeat 

proves that life is evident should be of no discussion here, nor in any court in the future for that matter. 

To deny such is indeed to deny scientific facts at their very core. The matter before us today then is not 

whether a detectable heart beat is life or not, but whether such l ife deserves protection under the law. 

CWA of North Dakota says yes it does. 

H B1456 primarily does three things. 

First, it requires the abortionist to check to see if the unborn baby the pregnant woman is carrying has a 

heartbeat. Second, if the child has been found to have a heartbeat, it requires the abortionist to let the 

mother know this. Third, all elective abortions of babies with heartbeats are prohibited. 

The question that many ask about this legislation is this: "Is it constitutiona l ly i l legitimate?" 

Abortion supporters often cite rhetoric about a woman's "constitutional  right" to abortion .  But 

constitutional scholars have a hard time taking Roe v. Wade seriously. Abortion supporter John Hart Ely, 

former dean of Stanford Law School, admits that the Roe decision "is not constitutional law." The Court 

reasoned: A "right to privacy'' exists in the Constitution, therefore, this right is broad enough to 

"encompass a woman's decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy." But nowhere does the 

Constitution mention a "right to privacy." 

"With Americans believing so dearly in a right to be left a lone, it may surprise many people that the 

Constitution does not include the word 'privacy' and offers no explicit mention of it," wrote Joan 

Biskupic, a columnist who covers the U .S. Supreme Court for The Washington Post. "When Justice Harry 

A. Blackmun, the author of Roe, invoked such a right to strike down laws banning abortion, he was 

relying on no specific wording in the Bill of Rights or in any previous court decision." 

I n  addition, abortion affects the baby-an unwill ing third party-which brings us back to the Court's 

inabi l ity to tackle the controversia l  issue of defining the beginning of life. 

Michael McConnell, a professor of Constitutional Law at the University of Utah, writes: 

The court can deny such protection to fetuses only if it presupposes they are not persons . . . .  

One can make a pretty convincing argument, however, that fetuses are persons. They a re a l ive; 

their species is Homo sapiens. They are not simply an appendage of the mother; they have a 

separate and unique chromosomal structure. Surely, before beings with a l l  the biological 

characteristics of humans are stripped of their rights as "persons" under the law, we are entitled 

to an explanation of why they fa l l  short. For the court to say it cannot "resolve the d ifficult 

question of when life begins" is not an explanation . 

C ONC E RN E D WOM E N  FOR A M E RIC A 
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It is clear that science has already given us a yardstick to determine if someone is a l ive--a beating heart. 

HB1456 a pplies that measurement evenly. HB1456 calls for an end to d iscrimination due to the size of a 

human being and its location .  It cal ls for the protection of every human being with a beating heart--no 

matter their age. 

"Our Found ing Fathers created a nation based on life, l iberty and the pursuit of happiness. "Switch the 

order of these three fundamental human rights-putting happiness before l iberty or l iberty before l ife­

and you end up with moral chaos and social anarchy" (Steve Forbes) . Americans m ust ask, Do we wish 

to leave the abortion mentality to future generations? Is our country better off because of Roe? Today 

America stands at a crossroad. The choice is clear. God extol led the Israelites, "I have set before you l ife 

and death, blessing and cursing; therefore, choose life, that both you a nd your descendants may live" 

(Deuteronomy 30:19, NKJV) . The time has come to choose life-for the unborn and a lso for our entire 

society. The time has come to face the fact about the unborn chi ld. The time has come to vote in favor 

of a beating human heart. If we were to choose between what I thought would pass the courts, what 

would be more politica l ly convenient or what would not be controversia l and l ife, we would choose life 

a ny day. We urge you to do the same . 

We urge you to vote a Do Pass on HB1456 . 

C O N C E R N E D  W O M E t'i_ F O R  A M E R I C A 
O F  N o R T H  U A K O T A  

P.O. Box 2 1 3  Park River, ND 58270-02 1 3  Phone: (701) 331-0946 
E-mail : director@nonhdakota.cwra .org Website: hup://nd .cwra.org 
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Hon. Chairman and committee members, 

I would like to speak on behalf of HB 1 4$6. 

As legislators for North Dakota, you have an unprecedented opportunity to lead our state in the 
direction of a culture promoting and protecting life. In this particular legislative session, you 
have some of the most forward thinking legislation to consider. While HB 1 426 is primarily 
meant to protect unborn babies, it will also have a positive impact on the quality of the life for 
women in North Dakota. 

One of the unintended consequences of abortion is the negative impact that it has upon the life of 
the mother. Abortion can negatively affect a woman's physical and mental health. For example, 
the US National Cancer Institute's found that there is a 50% greater risk of breast cancer by age 
45 for women who have had an abortion. The NCI published this in the November 2, 1 994 issue, 
Journal of the National Cancer Institute (pp. 1 584- 1 592). The results were from their own study 
funded through the Fred Hutchinson Cancer Research Center. 

Also, the American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology, reported that the mortality rate for 
women after the birth of a baby to be 28.211 00,000. This is almost 50% lower than after a 
spontaneous miscarriage (5 1 .9/1 00,000) and almost 3 times lower after an induced abortion 
(83 . 1 1 1 00,000) (American Journal Obstetrics Gynecology, 2004; 1 90:422-427). 

Finally, some studies have found the suicide rate for women after an abortion is three times 
greater than the general suicide rate and six times greater than for women who carry their 
children full term. A 1 996 study found the suicide rate for women following a live birth is 5 .9 per 
1 00,000; following miscarriage 1 8 . 1 ;  following abortion 34.7. 

While it is true other studies have differing conclusions, no studies have been able to falsify the 
basic findings that abortion has a significant detrimental effect upon the life of the mother. The 
unintended consequences of abortion on the life of the mother is not a purely private matter. 
These negative effects of abortion on the mother reverberate through our communities in a 
variety of ways. 

Please support HB 1 4$. It is good for the state, good for our communities, good for our mothers, 
and especially good for our children. 

Thank you. 

Pastor Douglas VanderMeulen 
Community Baptist Church 
Fargo, ND 
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Testimony of Katrina Lang 
To the Senate Judiciary Committee 

Opposing House B i l l  1 456 
March 1 2, 20 1 3  

Chairman Hogue, members of the committee, thank you for the opportunity 

to present testimony in opposition to House B i l l  1 456 .  My name is Katrina Lang 

and I am an attorney here in North Dakota. I graduated from University of North 

Dakota School of Law in 2005,  and have been practicing in Fargo since then. I 
should also note that my law firm, Turman and Lang, has been local counsel in 
several cases relating to abortion in North Dakota, and is  currently involved in the 
l itigation re lating to H B  1 297 passed in 20 1 1 ,  representing Red River Women' s  

C l inic. 

I am here today to testify in my capacity as a citizen of North Dakota and as 

a me 1ber o the North Dakota Bar, to urge the committee to rej ect HB 1 456 
because it i s  not only harmful pol icy but c learly unconstitutional . Although there 

are many senous health and pol icy problems with this bi l l ,  I am going to focus my 
remarks on the constitutional problem with the bi l l .  

House Bi l l  1 456 violates long and clearly-established constitutional 

precedent prohibiting states from banning abortion prior to viab i lity. This b i l l  bans 

abortions in this state beginning when a fetal heart beat can be detected, at 
approximately six weeks of pregnancy. 

For forty years, the U . S .  Supreme Court has recognized that the rights to 
l iberty an pr:tvacy as protected by the United States Constitution extend to 

individual s ' right to choose when and whether to have children. 1 Twenty years 

ago, J us tic� Sandra Day O'Connor wrote in Planned Parenthood v. Casey: "[F]or 

two decades of economic and social developments, people have organized intimate 

relationships and made choices that define their views of themselves and their 
places in so · iety,  in rel iance on the avai labil ity of abortion in the event that 
con trace tion should fai l .  The abi l ity of women to participate equal ly in the 
economic and social l i fe of the Nation has been faci l itated by their abi l ity to 
contro the ir reproducti ve l ives."2 

1 See Carey � .  P op. Scrvs. nt' l ,  43 1 U . S .  678, 685 ( 1 977); accord Planned Parenthood of Se. Pa. v. Casey, 505 U . S  . 
833, 85 1 ( 1 �'92 ) U c int opinion f O'Co nor, Kennedy & Souter, JJ);  Roe v. Wade, 4 1 0  U.S.  1 1 3 , 1 63 -64 ( 1 973). 
2 Casey, 50." U.S. Ht 854. 
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The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that the Constitution prohibits a state 

from enacting a l aw that bans abortion prior to the point in pregnancy when a fetus 
is viable.3 As the Supreme Court has emphasized, "viabi l ity marks the earliest 

point at which the State ' s  interest in fetal l ife is  constitutionally adequate to j ustify 

a legislative ban on nontherapeutic abortions."
4 The Supreme Court has never 

wavered from this position, despite numerous opportunities to do so.5 HB 1 45 6  
directly confl icts with al l U . S .  Supreme Court precedent on abortion, banning 

abortion long before the state has the right to do so. 

If the North Da ota legislature enacts this law, in direct contravention of the 

United Stat s Constitution, it is l ikely to be chal lenged in court and struck down. 

The only result tha� can come of this committee and the North Dakota legis lature 

enacting th is law is costs to the taxpayers of this state in defending an 
unconstitUTional law on the losing side of l itigation. I urge you to give this  b i l l  a 
"do not pass" recommendation. 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to address this  committee. I 
would be hap y to take any questions . 

3 See Roe, 4 1 0  U .  ' .  at 1 63-64; Planned Parenthood ofS.£. Pa, 505 U . S. at 860, 879. 
4 Planned Parenthood ofS. £. Pa, 505 U .S .  at 860, 870 ("We conclude the l ine should be drawn at viabil ity, so that 
before that t ime the woman has a right to choose to terminate her pregnancy.") 
5 In Gon::.ales v. Carhart, the most recent Supreme Court case on abortion, the law at issue did not ban abortions i n  
general o r  abortions at any particular point in  pregnancy. 5 5 0  U . S .  1 24 (2007). Rather, i t  banned only one abortion 
procedure. A lthough the Supreme Court upheld that law, the Court emphasized that safe alternative abortion 
procedures werC' available at a l l  t imes and in a l l  cases and explained that its decision was fu l ly consistent with past 
precedent. !d. at 1 63-64. 
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Chair  Hogue a n d  Members of the Com m ittee:  

My name is Janel le  Moos. I a m  speaking this morning on behalf of the North Dakota Cou n ci l  on 

Abused Women's Services i n  opposition to HB 1456. 

Our Coalition is a membership based orga nization that consists of 2 1 1ocal domestic vio lence 

a n d  rape crisis centers located throughout the state that p rovide services to d o mestic vio lence, 

sexual  assau lt, a n d  sta lking victims in a l l  53 counties and the reservations in North D a kota. Last 

year alone, these centers provided services to nearly 900 victims of sexua l  assault. 

Although our Coalition does not have a policy position o n  abortion, we a re un ited in o u r  

concern for victims o f  sexual assault a n d  incest. H B  1456, from our perspective, wou ld b a n  

abortion, even for rap e  and incest victims, u pon detection o f  a heartbeat. We a re n't h e re today 

to d ebate the issue of abortion itself; so we wil l  l imit our testimony to the specific excl usion of 

these exe m ptions for rape and incest survivors i n  HB 1456. 

According to the Nationa l  Victim Center and N ationa l  Crime Victims Research a n d  Treatment 

Center's study e ntitled Ra pe in America : A Report to the N ation ( 1992) "pregna ncy from rape 

occurs with "significant frequency" . Of the est imated 12% of adult women i n  the U nited States 

that have experienced at least one rape in their  l ifetime, 4.  7% of these rapes resulted i n  

pregnancy. Another stu dy estimated that 25,000 pregnancies fol lowing t h e  rape o f  a d u lt 

women occur a n nu al ly (Stewart & Trussell 2000). 
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I a m  not h e re today to tell you that a l l  survivors should o r  even want to h ave a bortio n s; b ut 

they should h ave a choice. We believe that since we can n ot fully u n derstand the path t h at 

b rought them to us we can n ot make that very d ifficult d ecision for them. This is a bout a l l owin g  

a person who h a s  h a d  a l l  decision making powers taken away from them a s  a result o f  the 

a ssault to m a ke a very important and personal decision a bout their health, their fam ily, and 

their  future. This bi l l  al l  but el iminates that option. 

I u rge you to o ppose HB 1456. 

Tha n k  You.  



During my Sun Dance, I gave over 800 pieces of my flesh to convince the Spirits of my 

seriousness in my obaghi. I'm sure none of you have done anything even remotely like that. 

And I wonder - will any of you go out & change the diapers on adult males who are 

genetically defective? Particularly when they are 20 .. or 30 . .  or 40 years of age? I doubt it. 

In re HB 1 456 - I had 2 pregnancies where the babies were deemed dead from the initial 

joining of the egg & the sperm. In the first case, the gynecologist told me this & then said, 

"You will go to 4 - 5 months, the tissue will become septic, and you will spontaneously 

abort." I asked him if that didn't mean that my life was literally at risk & he said, "Yes. But 
that's a risk you take on when you spread your legs." I was married at the time, and he knew 

it. A year later, he did not have his license to practice medicine - I did not take his attitude 

well, & I protected other women from such a vicious attitude. I'm proud of that. 

But I prayed on the matter of 2 out of 2 being dead from the start & asked the Spirits "Why 

me? Why were they dead from the start? What am I supposed to learn from this?" They 

answered me, & quickly ( !  ) .  They told me, "A woman's body functions like a factory. 

When an egg & sperm unite, it automatically makes another body. But that body does not 

become a live human unless or until a spirit/soul chooses to take up residence in it." 

None of you is qualified or trained to carry the responsibility for another person's soul. I 

am. It is a murderously difficult and wearing job. So I believe you should consider this 

carefully before you rush to pass bills such as these & the others that have come up on this 

subject, because you are spiritually responsible for the suffering you promote when you pass 

such a bill as these. That is not conjecture, that is fact. 

Moreover, I believe that all such bills violate the 1 3th and 1 4th amendments to the US 

Constitution. The 1 3th amendment states that involuntary servitude is illegal; & believe me 

when I say that when you force people to birth such children, you sentence them to a 

lifetime of involuntary servitude. 

The 1 4th amendment speaks about depriving citizens of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 

happiness. When you pass bills such as these, you definitely deprive the involved citizens of 

their choice of lives insofar as how they would live it, of their liberty because they are never 

free again to make any plan except around the 'child' you sentence them to birth, and of the 

pursuit of happiness - even something so small as owning a home is now beyond them, 

because of the cost of keeping such people alive once they've been forced onto their parents, 

and I'm sure there are more facets than these to consider. 

Thank you for hearing me in a good way now. And for recommending DO NOT PASS on 

all bills such as these. Mitakuye oiasin - all (are) my relatives .  And yours, too. You have a 

built-in responsibility to your relatives. 

1 -u  




